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money in this bill for House restaurant
services. They are funded through a re-
volving trust fund, and that money
comes from another source. So it
wouldn’t have any impact in the first
place.

Number two, if it did have any im-
pact, all it would do is raise the cost of
everything in the restaurants, which
would be passed on to the folks. That’s
not a great thing, to spend more
money.

Number three, my last good reason,
the gentleman mentioned that this
year there was a bipartisan letter from
the chairman of the House Administra-
tion Committee along with the ranking
member to say we tried this program
and we’re going to end it.

So for those three reasons, I think it
is appropriate to vote ‘“‘no.”

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. MORAN. Madam Chair, with re-
gard to the argument that the gentle-
men makes, first of all it seems to me
that we should set ourselves on record,
and the appropriations bill is the ulti-
mate source of funding for the Capitol
complex. But the argument that this
will save money it seems to me is defi-
cient when we are talking about
human health. I mean, we could choose
not to spend money on purifying our
water. We’d save a lot of money. Just
let people drink out of the tap or get
their water wherever. But we feel that
the health of our employees and our
constituents who visit us is important
enough that we should spend that extra
money.

Science is telling us that, in fact,
toxics leak from this material into the
food and the drink that our employees
and our constituents are using. We
may not be as fully aware of that, but
we know that polystyrene is a toxic
material. It seems to me we should err
on the side of caution, particularly
when the health of our employees and
our constituents is concerned.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. CRENSHAW. Madam Chair, I
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from
California, Chairman LUNGREN, the
chairman of the House Administration
Committee and the author of the letter
that ended the program in January.

Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of Cali-
fornia. I thank the gentleman for yield-
ing.

Let me just reiterate, this came to
my attention as chairman of the House
Administration Committee when we re-
ceived a letter from the Democratic
side of the aisle as part of the transi-
tion team recommending that we dis-
continue this part of the greening ini-
tiative process, Greening the Capitol
process; that is, this one did not work.
It was a Democrat who told us we
ought to get rid of it.

So once I heard that, I also heard
complaints from both Democratic and
Republican Members of the House and
their staffs that the recyclable utensils
we had didn’t work—didn’t work—and
they asked for something that did
work. And so we cancelled the pro-
gram.
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This idea about Styrofoam being a
real health hazard, Linda Birnbaum,
who is the toxicologist who heads the
government agency that declared sty-
rene a likely cancer risk, said this: Let
me put your mind at ease right away
about Styrofoam. In finished products,
certainly styrene is not an issue.

The gentleman has said, and the
other gentleman from Vermont said,
that we ought to follow McDonald’s.
They no longer have this product. Well,
yesterday my staff went out and got
this product from McDonald’s, which is
Styrofoam; and got this product from
McDonald’s, which is Styrofoam; and
got this product from McDonald’s,
which is Styrofoam. So I don’t know
where they get this information.

Lastly, they should understand that
polystyrene is approved as safe for use
in food service by the FDA. Anything
that contains food product that comes
into contact with individuals must be
approved by the FDA. This is approved
by the FDA.

Also, this week we are receiving bids
back from our request for proposal on
trying to get a waste energy recycling
program to get rid of the waste that we
have here on the Hill. This is to turn it
into energy by way of heat energy and
capture any of the offensive by-prod-
ucts that may be produced. This is
what we are doing.

Look, you can have good science and
you can have bad science. You can have
smart science and you can have dumb
science. You can have science or you
can have no science. Now, I'm not sure
which of the latter categories this pro-
posal falls into, but it’s not science.
Science suggests that this is something
that ought to be appropriate.

There are any number of producers of
polystyrene in Members’ districts
around this country. There are 2,100
users of it. This amounts to billions of
dollars and thousands of jobs, tens of
thousands of jobs, 8,000 just in Cali-
fornia alone.

So once again, we are using bad
science to scare people. And what’s the
impact? It’s going to cost more money.
I approved of this program because it
saves a half a million dollars in a sin-
gle year—half a million dollars. It will
save energy, and we will have literally
no residue when we move from waste to
energy production. It’s a win/win/win
situation.

By the way, members of our staffs
have thanked me for doing this. They
now have utensils that actually are us-
able.

Mr. MORAN. Madam Chair, first of
all, the letter that was sent did not re-
quest polystyrene products by any
means. It was referring to another
product that was corn based. Certainly
Mr. BRADY was not recommending dan-
gerous Styrofoam material.

The Acting CHAIR. The time of the
gentleman has expired.

Mr. CRENSHAW. Madam Chairman, I
yield the balance of my time to the
gentleman from California (Mr. CAL-
VERT), a member of the subcommittee.
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Mr. CALVERT. Madam Chairman,
before I came here to Congress, I was in
the restaurant business. We had to
please the customers that we served.
We certainly couldn’t give them an in-
ferior product. Only in Washington,
D.C., would we spend more and get less.
The gentleman from California has ref-
erenced $500,000 a year more in cost,
and if you did a survey of the people
who used those products, it would be
dismal.

I had the experience of putting a fork
in a hot piece of meat one day, and it
melted. That is ridiculous. We in Con-
gress should not give inferior products
to people who work here and serve
here, and spend more money for it.

So with that, Madam Chairman, let’s
just do the commonsense thing here
and get a product that works and spend
less money.

Mr. CRENSHAW. I yield back the
balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Virginia (Mr. MORAN).

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it.

Mr. MORAN. Madam Chair, I demand
a recorded vote.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by
the gentleman from Virginia will be
postponed.

Mr. CRENSHAW. Madam Chairman, I
move that the Committee do now rise.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly, the Committee rose;
and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr. DAN-
IEL E. LUNGREN of California) having
assumed the chair, Mrs. BIGGERT, Act-
ing Chair of the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union,
reported that that Committee, having
had under consideration the bill (H.R.
2551) making appropriations for the
Legislative Branch for the fiscal year
ending September 30, 2012, and for
other purposes, had come to no resolu-
tion thereon.

———

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate by Ms.
Curtis, one of its clerks, announced
that the Senate has passed with
amendments in which the concurrence
of the House is requested, a bill of the
House of the following title:

H.R. 1383. An act to temporarily preserve
higher rates for tuition and fees for pro-
grams of education at non-public institu-
tions of higher learning pursued by individ-
uals enrolled in the Post-9/11 Educational As-
sistance Program of the Department of Vet-
erans Affairs before the enactment of the
Post-9/11 Veterans Educational Assistance
Improvements Act of 2010, and for other pur-
poses.

——
RECESS
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair

declares the House in recess subject to
the call of the Chair.
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